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that such a disaster never happens
again. We have no other choice. We
must stand up to Castro. We must pro-
tect American lives, and we will do
that.

Freedom will come to Cuba, and we
will win that fight because we have no
other choice. We are Americans.
f
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). Pursuant to clause 5 of rule I,
the Chair will now put the question on
each motion to suspend the rules on
which further proceedings were post-
poned earlier today in the order in
which the motion was entertained.

Votes will be taken in the following
order: H.R. 2196, de novo; and S. 1494, de
novo.

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first such vote in this series.
f

NATIONAL TECHNOLOGY TRANS-
FER AND ADVANCEMENT ACT OF
1995

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is on the question de
novo of suspending the rules and con-
curring in the Senate amendments to
the bill, H.R. 2196.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Maryland [Mrs.
MORELLA] that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ments to the bill, H.R. 2196.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendments were concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

HOUSING OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM
EXTENSION ACT OF 1996

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question de
novo of suspending the rules and pass-
ing the Senate bill, S. 1494, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
LAZIO] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 1494,
as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill, as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, and under a previous order of
the House, the following Members are
recognized for 5 minutes each.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California [Ms. WATERS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Ms. WATERS addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
STILL VERY MUCH ON THE
MINDS OF THE AMERICAN PEO-
PLE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from New Jer-
sey [Mr. PALLONE], is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I am
not sure that I will use the entire time,
but I did want to seek recognition
today to talk about environmental
concerns, and particularly to point out
some of the results of a hearing that
our Democratic Environmental Task
Force held yesterday on February 26.
We had a full, I guess, 2 or 3 hours of
hearings. We heard from not only the
Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Babbitt;
the EPA Administrator, Ms. Browner;
and also Assistant Attorney General
Schiffer, but also from a distinguished
panel of citizens from around the coun-
try who are concerned about environ-
mental protection.

The reason for the task force exist-
ence and the reason for the hearing
yesterday was because of our concern,
Democrats’ concern, that the Repub-
lican leadership in the House of Rep-
resentatives has essentially used 1995,
our previous year, in order to try to
turn back the clock on 25 years of envi-
ronmental protection in the United
States.

For more than a quarter of a century,
there has been a consensus, a biparti-
san consensus in Congress, as well as
with the President, largely with Demo-
cratic Congresses and mostly with Re-
publican Presidents, or sometimes
Democratic Presidents, but in any case
on a bipartisan basis for 25 years this
Congress has tried to protect the envi-
ronment, improve the laws, improve
enforcement, improve inspections, so
that polluters, whether they be pollut-
ers of the air, the water, or our natural
resources, would have to stop their ef-
forts to continue the degradation of
the environment, and if they did not,
they would be penalized severely, hope-
fully, for their activities that were det-
rimental to the environment.

In fact, in many ways we can hark
back to the days in the 1970’s, in the
early 1970’s, when the Environmental
Protection Agency was created under
then President Richard Nixon. It was a
Democratic Congress, but a Republican
President in 1970 who created the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency. In fact,
when the first Earth Day was organized
back in 1970, President Nixon and the
Republicans in Congress were very sup-
portive of the efforts to move forward
on environmental protection.

But this 25-year consensus, this 25
years, if you will, prior to 1995, when
every year stronger environmental pro-
tection laws were passed and money
was made available for enforcement
and inspections for our environmental
laws, all of a sudden in 1995 this con-
sensus was broken and we saw the ef-
fort on the part of Speaker GINGRICH
and the House Republican leadership to
roll back environmental protection.
And whether it was through authoriz-
ing bills or cutbacks in the budgets for
these various environmental agencies,
all of a sudden there was an effort by
the Republican leadership to change
this 25-year consensus.

The reason for that I believe very
strongly is because of special interests.
In other words, corporate interests, the
polluters, if you will, were very much
behind the Republican leadership in
saying look, the time has come to turn
back the clock and we expect you to
come down to Washington and help us
to make it easier, if you will, or less
stringent, with regard to pollution, and
less stringent regulations and less
stringent statutes and less money
available for these agencies to do their
work was essentially the order of the
day.

I feel that it is an obligation, not
only of the Democrats but also of mod-
erate Republicans who support the en-
vironmental protection agenda, to
point out what is happening and how
extremist this Republican leadership
agenda is that seeks to essentially turn
back the clock on environmental pro-
tection, because we know that the
American people consistently support
strong environmental laws and strong
enforcement of those environmental
laws. In fact, a survey was recently
done, which I would like to point to, by
American Viewpoint. It pointed out
that by greater than a 2.1 margin, vot-
ers have more confidence in the Demo-
crats than Republicans as the party
they trust most to protect the environ-
ment. In fact, it even pointed out that
55 percent of all Republicans surveyed
do not trust their party when it comes
to protecting the environment, while 72
percent of the Democrats do trust their
party to protect the environment.

So the bottom line is that environ-
mental protection is very much still in
the forefront of the minds of the Amer-
ican people. They did not elect a Con-
gress in 1994, whether it be under the
Republican majority or Democrats in
the minority, they did not elect a Con-
gress with the idea that the leadership
of the Congress was going to come
down here and try to turn back the
clock on environmental protection.

What I think has been happening
though is that in 1995, while this effort
was going on on the part of Speaker
GINGRICH and the Republican leader-
ship, more and more they began to be-
come aware of the fact that, particu-
larly toward the end of the year, that
this was not a popular agenda, that de-
stroying environmental laws and turn-
ing back the clock was not something
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